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Further Vindi cation,” '&C. 


Confiderd in a, LE T T;ER -to'a Friend. 
SIR, 

N Obedience.to:your Commands,.I ſend | you. here 4 
ſhorr' Acconnt of my; Thoughts, concerning. Mr. O's 
Farther Vindication, &c. In the way of: Writing he 

72 | : Huh n' vp, he-is.not, (I believe } tobe parallel'd, 

I having out-done: all 'Men living.a_Bar and half, except 

p44 two or three of the; United- Bret cis Pa _ have. 

iently-expos'd Mr.' Bexter. and Fat I ſhall 
not-ſo-much- as'endeayour' to: requite. bw, bein berg os lgd ;,.. 


w. to the: contrary, and having already:enga fthere- xr, , RIS 
| to by Promiſe, which 1 will religiouſly ol "4 _ eh which 


be Reaſon you muſt-not expect here a' Anſwer, or 
3 that I ſhould follow him:ſtep.by ſtep : M4 Work then as 
Well as Toars:would, be.endleſs,; and it would be difficulc 
for:the not toretort ſome-6f: his ill Language, {and-diſcy= 
apr of his Miſrepreſentations or Miſtakes, Y 
at capable. of enduring; nor,you willing to! be 


he a) [-my Deſign, 'and Feppoe your experiagion is 
that 


'Y 
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| that the whole Argument be laid plain and open unto the - 
_ view of any one of common Senſe. This I propoſe to my + 
ſelf to do in the Order of the Sermon; and as briefly as-- 


L-ean,--- ---- IN 

And firft you muſt remember, - that Mr. De Lawne ſe- 
verely tax'd the Church of England as guilty of diminiſh- 
ing from the Word of God, by leaving out the Titles of 
the Palms in our Liturgy Tranſlation ; and that I under- 
took the defence of this Omiffion, firſt from the uncertain- 
ty of the Titles being Cananical. + Now I ſubmitit to yaur 
Judgment or any obſervant Reader's weighing the Argu- 
ments on both ſides, as they are to be found in Rem. and 
in R's on R's, whether Mr, O. (who is Mr. D's Vindicator) 
has given a convincing Proof of the Certainty of the Titles 
being Canonical : I ſay, this is ſubmitted to your Judgment 
without more ado. This notwithſtanding I ſhall here have 


occaſion to repeat ſome things, and obferve others de novo, 


which will miniſter ſome further ſatisfaction in this contro- 
verted Point. 

' Mr. ©. has not ftuck to pronounce me 4 Bleſphemer, and 
to give me words of Braſs, becauſe I affirm'd, many of the 


Titles were to no purpoſe at all; nay, he will not allow. that - 


my ſuppos'd Ignorance can make any Atronement for me, 
tho' God himſelf winked at the times of Ignorance. Burt let us 
look back unto the ReQor's obvious meaning. Mr. D. con- 
rended that the Tieles unfolded the Myſteries of the Pſalms ; 
the Rector deny'd that they ſerve to any ſuch purpoſe at 
all. Ex. gy. A Pſalm, a. Song, &c. Theſe Titles unlock 
no Mytterics that ] know of, and if they muſt needs be 
call'd Keys they want Watds. 
more Myſterious than the 'Pſalms themſelves. It cannot 
be thought the Holy-Ghoſt meant to give us themas Keys 
toopen the ſecret Senſe of the Pfalms;. that would be to 


explain obſearum per: obſeurins, which I am. perſwaded the 


Spirit of God would never have done. © When Jeſus Chriſt -: 


- expounded- his -Parables, he made 'em clear as the Sun; 


Beſides, whereas the Myſteries of the Lareconfirm'd 
out of an abundance of Pafſages in the Pſalms, I do nor 
find one Title brought to prove any one Myſtery, tho' in- 
deed ſome Fathers (who, delighted, Zadere campo Scriptu- 


Other Tiles are infinitely _ 


rerun 
3 


- raruw, a8 ferew ſpeaks). took 2 liberty to find out! kad 


ſiffic'd Mr.-O; to have ler atone the charge of Blaſphemy 


himſelf with ranking me among Dunces, tho' at the fame 
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not what Myſteries in the Titles. Ree 14. 9 _ 
But to return, I pleaded formerly that the Chalder Paras AA ptze-- 

phraſe, the Syriach, Arabick, and the LXX Verſion gehe-« 

rally. us'd by the Helleniſtical Jews, and the Chriſtians for 2 

ſeveral Ages differ much from the Hebrew; that Gregdyy 

Nyſ{en obſerv'd there was not aniotife Agreement between - 

the Chriſtians and the Jews about the Titles, Eſpecially of 

Pſal.:2 3, 4; 5, 6, 8, &c. That this Father aſſerts not the. . 

Divine Authority of the Titles but Eccleſiaſtical Guſtorn, 

By the way note, that Mr. O: has declin'd giving any ſoft 

of Anſwer to this Teſtimony of Nyſen, I add, Grotia: bes ? 

liev'd- Moſes was not the Penman of the goth, Plal, *Eber 9/99 Cri. 

Ezra affirms the 6th. Pſal. was compoY'd (not by: David, 

as the Title has it, but) in the-Gaptivity by ſome other 

Perſon. - Doth it not follow hence, that according to the 

judgment of theſe Churches, 'and theſe Authors, the Titles 

are not Canonical, at leaſt not certainly ſo? And are a 

to be all damn'd for ſo many Blafphemers? It miighe have 


(which1 fancy is alittle too much)” and to Have contented 


time you (eel have ſome not contemptible Company. 
I do not know any better way to clear this Matter than 
by conſidering the Ties of the ſeveral Books of Scripture, 
ſome whereof are moſt certainly not Canonital, not one of 
a-certainty ſuch, 'and ſome doubtful. The firft Seftion of 
Moſes's Pentateuch is in Hebrew call'd Berefirh, bur in the 
LXX, Gezeſis, and in our Engliſh Tranſlation, 7he firſt Book 
of Moſes called Geneſis: Are we,  Diſſenters and all, yea and 
all Chriſtendom Blaſphemers for departing: from the" He- 
brew? The truth is, I donot believe the Author of the Pen- 
rateuch divided his Work into Five Sections or Books ; but 
the Church of the Jews, who for convenience intituled cach 
Setion from the firſt word of it, tha* the LXX more judi- 
aouſly from the principal deſign and. matter. contain'd in - 
thoſe Sections. - I prefer the Ticle of the: EXX to that of 
the Heb. in the Hiftorical part of the Kings: In Heb. we 
find the Firſt and Second: Book of Samet, in the LXX more 
properly and truly calfd ge oo and Second Book of K "_ 
2 SAmut 
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| Satenel died, I, Sem. 25. Thee reſt of this and thenext Book 
was not (neither could be)- written by Sexwel, nor con- 
- cerning him, but the Kiogs of {ſreel- (and Samuel himſelf 
is | conceive comprehended in Kings) being the Supreme 
Judge; ) The He. divides the Pſalter into Five Sections. 
Are we, and the Difſenters all Bleſphemers for leaving this 
- Diviſion our of our. Tranſlation? if it be anſwer'd, that - 
ſome Heb. Copies have not theſe Five Sefions or Books of 
_ the Pfalter (which I know nor, nor will trouble my ſelf to 
examin) I ask which are the true and uncorrupted: Copies ? 
(for both cannot be) and why do we follow: the latter Co- 
ies rather than thoſe which are mazes in all Men's hands? 
The Books of the Prophers are-thus; intitaF'd, The Book of. 
the Prophet {ſaixh, &c, and the Apoſtles Epiſtles thus, The 
Epiſtle of Paul ro the Romans, &c. I cannot think the in- 
ſpir'd Prophets and Apoſtles ſer.theſe Tities on the head of 
their Books or Letters. For they prefixt their Names them- 
ſelves at the beginning and as part of the Body of thoſe 
Books and Letters, but :the Titles on the top' were added 
= for conveniency. - There: needed no Inſpiration to do this. 
> | th. The general 7Tisz/e of a8 Books of the New Teſtament 
| is:'H xw93 haWan, &c. but is not Canonical, ſay Gretixs and 
Hammord (and yet they Comment upon it) being added 
by the Church, when the Inſpir'd Books were put together. 
"That Title, The Epiſtle of Pal the Apoſtle tothe Hebrews, is 
. found in all 'MSS.' Copies (ſays Beza) except one only, 
which T hope will break no ſquares. Now Grotiws is -of 
Opinion Luke wrote this Epiſtle, others Barnabas; ſome 
. Clemens Romanue, Dr. Hammond that the Author is uncer- 
rain, this being the very Reaſon” many Churches receiv'd 
not. this Epiſtle into the Canon of 'a good while. T muſt not 
paſs the pagticulat Reaſon which the Latin Churches gave 
for their rejecting this Epiſtle:to the Heb. ſc. becauſe ſome 
things were init favouring the Novatian Herefie, as they then 
judg'd. Mr, Pool impures this to their /guorance, but chal- 
-lenges them not- with Blaſphemy : nor did lever hear that 
Grotine, Hammond, and the reſt who'deny Paal to be the 
Author of this Epiſtle, were ever ccnſur'd as Blaſphemers, 
St, Fobn doubtleſs was the Author of thoſe three Epiſtles 
that go under his Name, but not-of the Titles alſo, This 
Pas | Apoſtle 


&poftle and Evangeliſt for ſorne ſpecial Reaſons conceal'd 
ks Name, when c wrote contrary co'the prattice of the 
reft. "Nor can I believe any other "infpir'd Perfon affixt 
thoſe Titles, it being highly improbable, thar Foby by the 
Spirit ſhonld conceal himſelf, and another by the ſame Spi- 
rit ſhould diſcover him. Ihope Mr. O.'will not call me Blaf- 
' phemer for this. The meaning of allis, the Church-of God 
did ever take the Liberty of giving Titles unto Books ſome- 
tines by Conjecture," and ſometimes of certain knowledge, 
as we at this day prefix the Contents before” Chaprers, ak 
call the Books of Pſalms in Metre, The Pſalms of David, 
which is not the Hebrew Tile, Orelſe the Copiers of them 
did it for obvious Reaſons, viz. that holy Men mightmore 
readily upon occaſion go to ſich Books, 'and-confult ?em, 
as they lay in their Cloſets or Libraries among: other Vo- 
lumes of the Scripture. ' Briefly the Tizles of the Pſalms and 
of the ſeveral Booksof Scripture maſt '(as I conceive) run ' 
the ſame fate; all muſt be of a certainty Canonical or none 
at all-can be. + Bos OD) 19, 
Mr. 0. has himſelf confeſt enough to overthrow the 
whole Fabrick of his elaborate Diſcourſe' on this Subject. | 
He acknowledges, /t wai a prevailing Opinion, that all rhe Vind. bas; 
Pſalms were Penn'd by David, that Auguit. jarac. and Bede, io 
and ſeveral Fewiſh Doftors thowght /0. What then will be- 
come of the Title of the goth; andof many other Plalme? 
Were they of a certainty of their Penning, unto whomthey 
are afcrib'd 'in the Hebrew Text? Or is the Rettor Snewuler | 
in a doabiful Point, when he has ſo many giving in their Te= = 
ſtimony on his ſide ? . Tho” by the wayl ſeeno great harm in , 
being fugalar, when the Point is dowbrful, bur much more 
T apprehend not that there is'any Blaſphemyin ſuch Sings- 
larity. Beſides I pray Sir rake notice, how Mr. O.: expref- 
- feth himſelf concerning the Tr#ile of 'the S357. Pfal. It & 
not material tou, who compos d.it, we are ſatufiedit was di- 
vinely infjird, Bur is it not 'as- material that one Pſalm 
ſhould have a Tile to unfold its:/Myſteriesas another? And 
why willnothe give-me leave todeclare my ſelf thus? Jr & 
not material to me. what b:comes of the Titles; 1 am'{atufy'd 
the Pſalms themſelycs were d wincly Inſpir d. I make no recko- 
ning of thoſe Critical Diſpures ab2ur 196 goth, Pſal, yr 29-r 
olcs,. 


Ser. P.4-R. 
R. p. 15. 


V. P. 53- 


Moſes, or David, ' [of 07 cthey- Ins Peer ped the 


Pſalm, -1 am content to beliewe i Great then is 


th&\power of Truth you ſee :- It will out ſometimes even 


before a. Man is aware. 

Bur after all this, I will now ſuppoſe (what [believe you 
will not grant) that Mr. O, hasclear'd - his Point beyond 
contradiction, yer ftilt 1; muſt conderon Mr. D.-(and his 
Vindicator. too) for refleing 0n-#,- dEcauſe we leave out 
an. efſential part of the Pfelms in our Liturgy Tragaſlatipn. 
L argu'd formerly, The Diſſemters tranſlate 'ems not all; ©* ſome 
« part of 'em. Tranſlated is thruft out of the Text into the 
« Margin, like a various Reading, or mere conjecture, or 
« a8 notmaterialz bur-to this he offers.nothing. 1 added, 
OO Omen of the 'Metrical Pſalms, neither do they fing 

« Bur: he-endeavours to take off this Retort thus, The 


Titenibirs net:defgnid robe ſung. Good! 'Tis my very Plea 


in Defence of the Church of Englaxd, our Liturgy Tran- 


 ſlation- was deſign*d for ſinging, but the Tizles were not. 


( 


No, ſays Mr. O. Tow read that Tranſlation. Tanſwer, I.Some 
negligent Miniſters'do indeed read 'emy "tis. their Fault, 


2; Some conforming Noneenformiſts will read 'cm z 'ris 


thee. Crime, 3. Some cannot prevail with their People to 
bear & part inthe rehearſing 'em; 'tis their Uohappineſs, 
Bur ſtill this Tranſlation is deſign'd not for Reading andIn- 
ſtruQionin' the Publick Worſhip, but Devotion. For. the 
Order of the Church-is that the Pſalms in- this Tranſlation 
ſhould: be ſaid or ſang; ſaid? that is at leaſt repeated al- 


. ternatims, by Miniſter and People,. which .is a ſpecies of 


ſinging, as we believe. Obferve then, they are ſung inall . 
Cathedrals, they are repeated in multitudes of Parochial 
Churches, and Noblemens Chappels. What would. the 
Man have more2 Shall the lofelicity of ſome Miniſters, the 
Treachery of others, or the Careleſsneſs of-anather ſort be 
thought ſufficient to force the Church. to take new mea- 
ſures, and lay aſide her Liturgy Tranſlation? I trow-nor, 
Beſides. you ſhould obſerve further, that if the Tizles be Ca» 
nonical,, they ought ac leaſt to have been Printed with the 
Mecrical Pſalms, tho' not ſung: So the Jews did. Briefly 
here's nothing. but Cavil, not a- ſhadow of Anſwer. - But 
Mr. 0, concludes, Their ( the Diſlenters) wo; m—_ the 

irſes 
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Titles (id the Congregation and out of the other Tranſla- 
tion): & 4s. innocent Omifſion: Hem! an Innocent Omiſ- 
fiont Verily I cannot. get this dewn.. If the '7iles_ be an 
Effential part of the Pſalws, and uſcful to unfold the Myſte- 
ries in them, as Mr. O. & Mr. D. will have it, can there 
be a more Sacrilegious Omiſſian than firſt not to Tranſlate 
the Titles exaQtly, and then neglef the Reading them? 
Not ta make uſe of the Canonical Key, but to burſt vio- 
tently and blindly into the Chambers of Divine Secrets, - 
like. Thieves and Robbers? Beſides a little Juſtice would 
have taught Mr. O. thatour wot Printing the Titles is as in- 
nocent an Omiflion, as their not Reading 'em. One might 
reaſonably expect juſt Weights and Meaſures. Either lee 
the whole bady of Chriſtians throughout the World come 
under the Charge of being Corrupters- of the Pſalms, or 
let the Church of Exzgland and the Reftor paſs in the Croud 
as Innocent alſo. Why ſhould we be made an Example, 
when even our Accuſers themſelves are guilty of the ſame 
OQmiſlion ? I leave you then to judge how well Mr. O. has 
acquitted himſelf on this firſt Queſtion. 

The next is abqut the Verſes interpolated Pſal. 14. Ire- 
mit you to What [ have in Sermon and R.R. offer'd on this - 
Argument, and to inform your ſelf thence whether Mr. D. 
' did honeſtly iopute it unto ws, that we foiſted them in, and 
whether Mr. O.-has thoroughly juftify'd him. ButFll in a 
few words conſider Mr. O.'s Vindication of ferew, whom 
he wanld fainlick clean, if it were poſtible, - He informs us, - 
who they are that have. commended him, and it's confeſt 
 hewas a great Man, but perhaps his trueſt Character is, 

ne Uirtmtes, wee manor a - In the Point abour Bi- 
ſhops it has been often enough laid ro his charge, that he 
ſays and unſays, and . contradifts himſelf. - In the Letters 
_ which he exchang'd with Sr. Aaſf:7, he maintair?dthe law- 
fulneſs of Difficulation, and endeavour to excuſe Petey 
and Barnabas. He is beheved to have been diſguſted for nor 
being madea Biſhop, aud an thar ſcore depreſſed the Order 
as low as he could: with any colour of Truth. Nor did he 
eſcape the ' ſuſpicion of —— — - Befides, he was (6 
bent againſt the Z£X. that he. blufhe not -ro abuſe 'ety, 
chuſiog to repreſent 'em. by fome corrupt Copies, rather 
than 


LY 


thanby theknown and unqueſtionable 


| le reading. ' Iwilt give 
you two-Inftarices. Zach. 12:10, 'citedbySe.. John'29,'37, 
«They ſoall look| ow him: whom they :pierced; *Jerom's 'LXX it - | 
ſeems read hot 2Eeuleg,' butig mp even as our LXX + 
.doth at this:day.' But Ferow might . (if he would have been + 
-ingenuous) have taken notice: of what he could not be ig- 
-norant,” that: the right reading\in the ZXX was. Ernbne, 
as.is witnelfed by four Fathers: more-early than himſelf, 
Faſtin M: in his Dialogue againſt Trypbo the Jew. © Tertal- 
De Reſur-+ran likewiſe] frequently.” ' St. Cyprian in his 20 Teſtimony 
ref. c. 26, againſt thoſe People. + To whom add LaRentixe allo, Zach, 
ger 13. 4. He makes the LXX: ſpeak perfe&t Nonſenſe, -yon 
| c. 24 Jum Prophetes ego, quia "Homo genuit me a fuvutcntute mea, lh 
Whereas evenin our preſent LXX we read thus-agreeably = 
.with-the Heb, un ah om. yo, Ain i yur@ 4pe{iwd©, 
aw yl is aja, in dryorQ omni w, on rebnlic uw. -Finally | 
I obſerv'd in R:R. how. ſcandalouſly he abus'd St. Lake, No, 
replies Mr. O. For as Pasl is call'd a Babler by the Athens- 
.ans, fo was Lake accounted by the Nations an obſcare wile 
Perſon and of no great credit, not by'Ferom, tho' Jerom re- 
lates it; as Z#kedid that of Paxl, Burthere are many dif- 
ferences between. the one and the other, Luke was an In- _— 
ſpir'd Hiſtorian, flouriſh'd when what he relates of Pas/ kh 
happen'd, it may be had-his Relation fromthe Apoſtle him- 
ſelf, and. had no Cauſe to ſupport: Bur 7erow liv*d about | 


359 Years after Lake, Writes what he backs with no Au- b 
thority or probable proof, and was:now calling intoque- | 
ſtion the rruth-of Take's Hiſtory. "There is then all the Rea- 8 


ſon in the World to believe thatthis CharzCter of Lake, tho' 
father'd on the Gentiles, was the Ilue of Ferew's own Brain, 
to diſparage the LXX and to ſet up the. Heb. Bible, Nor ; 
did St. Lake write the Atts for the nſec of the Gemtiles, as Mr. T 
'0. aſſerts, tho' in time ('ris true) -ir-might fall into their 
hands... But the Hiſtorian addrefles it to Theophilus a Chri- f 
ſian, Chap. I. 1. - And whartif Jerow's Gentes were the Gen- 
xile Believers? Did they eſteem Lake obſcure, vile and of 
lictle: Repuration? Sure (if this 'was his meaning)-Ferow 
was. notalittle miſtaken, -to ſpeak as ſoftly; as I can. ' 'Be- 
figes can any one believe Zake was leſs conſiderable among 
the untelieving Nations, than the other Inſpir'd Writers + 
He 


* 7 He was the nioft learned of 'em-all, etcepr-per 
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His Greek (as Criticks ſay) isthe.pureſtof all. | He was a 


known Phyſician, which:doubtleſs commended /him-to-the 


eſteem of the Nations, both- Jews and\Gentiles as he tra- 
veli'd along with Pazl, and that before bi Writings were ever 
publiſhed, | Sothat Ferom cannot be ſhelter d by pretending, 
not he; but the Nations accounted him ebſcerc,.&c.. For. 


this Father further affirms, Non debwit; tc. St: Lake ought 


not ta write any thing contrary to the Scrip: ares, that wete t 


in the hands of the Nations, that is'contrary. to the corrupe ' - 
 £XX. Here: you fee, he magiſterially declares. what the 


Spirit of God ought not-to-do.” Belike for fear of dicobli- 
ging'them, who as yet had not the: Hebrew: verity among 
them/Right Ferow all-over. The loſpir d Evangeliſt Lake 


to ſerve: a ſmall tnro muſt tell a 'Lyet Or [leſt che ſhould - 


offend the Nations, muſt diffemble:the Truth, The: Hebrew 
vcrity, and this withoutall regard to the Jews, -and;Jewiſh 
Converts, ' whom he miſt-needs ſcandalize rhereby,: - Here 
ts Diſfmulation with a witneſs, and made a neceſlary-Du- 
ty (non debwit ) in an InÞir'd Pen- man of Scripture. Whoe- 
ver is diſpos'd”to' vigdicate Ferom,. may go to-his Letters 
written to St. Zwzsſtin, and furniſh himſelf with Arguments 
enow to that purpoſe. - Butſhall a Manlye for God? Sure- 
ly Ferem's much Oriental Learning made him mad, 1 will 
not ſay « Blaſphemer. Infinez that Ferom fram'd this Cha- 
rater for Luke in the. name of the Nations will appear from 
what he adds. Hoc generaliter obſervandum,; quod ubi- 
cunque. SS: Apoftoli & Apaſtolici viri loquuntur. ad/popu= 
los, iis plerumque Teſtimoniis abutuntur, que Jam fuerant 
in Gentibus divulgata. The Holy. Apoſtles and Apoſtolick 
Men. (negleting the Hebrew verity) when they yes oy to the 
People, make wſc of thoſe Teſtimonies, (viz. which ferom con- 
tended were miſtaken and' falſe) owt of  ebhe LXX.. nhich bad 
.ady been divulg d among, the. Nations game 18 not this 
ſuperfine Dottrine? One needs not be Hypererntical ta.ob- 
ſerve hence,” that Ferows makes the Apoſtles and their Com- 
ns in Preaching the Goſpel-to be: a Pack of Diſſem- 


' Panio 
Pers, and guilry of the fame pious Frauds aod holy Gheats,. 


that he befor ſuggeſted JIOunry of Zuke.; SARI. 


- od wr 
- Ee” 
% 
- 
4 
Paal. - 


— 


| . — 
_ *Y — JS 


Commenting :on Afie. 5. 2:-He thus delivers himſelf, Sunt - 
aurem qui alſerunt; &c. There are who affirm (1 believe - 
no body but himſelf.) rhat #lnoſt 3n all the Teftimronits which + 
' are brought cout of the Old Teſt angent this Ertr is committed, 
erther that the Order is chang'd, 'or the Words and fomctimes - 


the wery ſenſe is diſfferet,, the Apoſtles-or Evanytliſty not gas 
Having he Teſtimonies ont of the Book, but reſting ro cheer 


Memories, which ſomntimes fail d them.-. Sir, Can youread -: 


theſe Lines without Horrour and Amaſement+- The Spirir 


of God ſurely (whereby they wrote) forgot not himſelf, . 


tho? they did, - That which follows from the whole is, that 


Zerom is not defended. The ZXX. as to that Paſſage in 


the As Chap. 7. was in ferom's days more corre, than 
the Hebrew verity now is, and that the LXX. was fol- 


low'd by: the Inſpir'd Infallible Apoſtles, and Apottolical 


Men, as Ferom acknowledgeth. May it not then be in- 


ferr'd hence as probable, that Pas! follow'd them in his 


34..to the- Romans v. 13. &c. and tranſcrib'd the Verfes 
out of the then ZXX? O! but the Greek Fathers do not 
Comment on theſe Verſes. - Suppoſing this (for I have 
'<m:not-ready-at hand, nor leifure to examin them all 
the:Reaſon may be, cither they Comimented-on them in 


ether places,” or it whs an-inmoces: Omiſſten,, or cle-'tis .. 


burz-a negative Argument and unconcluding. Burt after 
all, ler us-imagine the Three Verſes have been interpo- 
lared, + this is no juſt Excuſe. of Mr. D. who accus'd «s 
for foiſting them in; Why may. not we do fo as well as, 


and after Piel? And beſides they ate in 'the Latin Vot- 


gar Verſion, which was-in uſe im Ferow's days, and-is ſtill 


m-good Credic with Mr. O. You may fee more Reaſons - 


given-to excuſe the Church of Enylma.- Serin. þ. 7, RR. 
p. 18--which + wilt not tronble'Fou with. Here: I leave 
chis part'of tie Conttoverſic tothe Judgment of any Man: 


of. _Underftanding, 'whetHer Mr. 0,” has vindicated <ither- . 


rom-orMr.D.,. 
The--Quieſtion 'abont the Three Verſes Pal. 24; occa- 


ſien'd a 'more general one "concerning the ZXX.and the. 


of the- Ola Teſtament :' The' fornier areby 


Yaris Maben have been ocorrupred;z and _ 
r % 


po. - _ T-m7] Þv f EMS CES 
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:-t6d it, but wichal affirm'd chat ſa are the "Hebrew alto. 
. Byt Mr, 0. undertakes to prove they were not corrupted 
-. before and in our Sayiour's days. | 


Here I muſt premiſe (becauſe Mr. Q. makes ſuch an hi- 
deous Qut-cry againſt the Refor, asif he were about de- 
priving the Church of che Scriptures, and a Divine Know. 
ledge of the reveald Will of Gad) that my Argumenr is 
not intended, neither looks that way atall, as any fair Ad- 
verſary would grant, The Truths of Reyclation are to be* 
ſought fox, nat out of the Hebrew Text only, nor out of the 
LAX. only, but out of both, which lend cheir helping hand 
ro one another, together with all other Anciene Franſla- 
tions, and thoſe numerous Quorations of Scripture which 


'. we meer with in the Fathers. - And I humbly conceive no- 
. thiag miniſters more adyantage unto Atheiſts, than' obſti- 


nately to contend that the Hebrew Text is not in” the leaſt 
corrupted, and to ſtrip us of all other means of correfting 
it, Now Mr. 0. attempts to evince- his Qpinion by Three 


Arguments. 


I, That the Hebrew Bibles are de fa&o incorrupt. 

WT. That the Jews could nor. | 

HI, Would not corrupt them. The firſt he confirms 
thus, Becauſe Chriſt never charg'd the Jews with corrupting 


them, A. If the Hebrew Text was the fame in Chriſt's as 


in.our days {which Mr.-O. muſt acknowledg) thenit had 
been corrupted in Chris time: This appears afterwards. 
Beſides I retort his Reaſon thus, the LXX, was not cor- 


A rupted in the Apoſtles days, becauſe they never charg'd 


that Verſion with any Corruptions, as ty would' and 
ought to have done. As Chriſt bids his Diſciples'ts ſearch 
the Scripteres (the Hebrew Copy) So St. Panl commends 
the Bereans that they ſearched the Scriptures, and Timothy, 
that by his Mother and Grandmother he had beentraind 
up in the Knowledge of the Scriptures, wiz.. in the LXX, for 
all theſe were either ventiles,, or Gentile Proſelytes, or 
Helleniftical Jews, - and therefore us'd the LXX, WhenOri- 
and. ferom ſpeak.chus, That moſt of the allegations made 

ty Chrift «nd bis Apoſtles _ of the Old DIL 3: 
2 '4 ere, 


there, they plainly: enough confeſs that ſewve are nor, and 
conſequently there muſt have been a corruption of the Old 
Scriptures according to theſe Fathers, On the other hand 
I] give you a better Argument in proof of their Corrup- 
tion, viz. becauſe they had been corrupted before Ezre's 


time, who (ſay moſt 'of the Fathers) correfed the Errors - 


that had crept in afore-time, and: amended them, as the Hi- 
brews r . Now tell me, is it not much. more proba- 
ble, that they were ſomewhat corrupted between” Ezra and 
Chriſt? Had God a greater: care of the. Scriptures under 


the ſecond Temple, than under the firſt, when Prophers - 


were common among them? Burt of this moreby and by. 
2. Mr. O. in his Harangue here inſinuates that I affirm 
an Univerſal Corruption of the Hebrew Copies, but 'tis Mr. O's 


own fancy not mine; and beſides he talks very highly of - 


Providence, even as if there lay an abſolute engagement 
on God, either not to ſuffer any Corruption, or miracu- 
louſly to diſcover it. 4- Why then has Providence per- 
mitted ſo many various Readings in-the New Teſtament? 
and why has not God by ſome extraordinary means told 
ns, whether the. latter Period 1 fo. 2:23. was written by 
Divine Inſpiration, or added by ſome Tranſcriber z The 
ſumm.is, Providence has: taken care thatall the material 
neceſſary. and Efential Doctrines of Religion are ſtill abun- 
dantly preſerved in the: Scriptures, and no falſe DoCtrines 
therein.eftabliſh'd, which I take to be true both of the He- 
brew, the LXX; and the New Teſtament, Bur ſtill in all 
Ages before Printing, Corruptions of other kinds crept in, 
and God for. Reaſons beſt known to his Wiſcom has permit- 
ted it. --/ | T3 VE 

\,3. Itmuſt be granted a pious, Jew would not purpoſely 
Corrupt the. Hebrew Text, bur others would; Thar very 
Talmudical Tale. that one Solomon endeavour'd to root od 
out of the Text ſhews that: ſome Jews would have Corrup- 
red the Hebrew Texe. © Youſee how unconcluding Mr. O's, 


Arguments are. Ina word, thatthe. Jews would have cor- 


rupted- the Word of God'in the Propheſies pointing at Jeſus 
Chriſt,. is undeniably true from '7=ftin Martyr his Dialogue, 
wherein he chargeth. them-with it, It muſt be allowd 


thence. 


thence that they inclination enough to attempt ir, or 
elſe the Martyr pay in no wiſe b excuſed whether 
they were ſucceſsful is to be-examin'd' in the next place, 
an | | | 
. x. From the Teſtimony of 7»ftin and in anſwer to Mr, O, 
1. That 7aftin Martyr did underſtand both the Hebrew 
and Syriac Languages, and fo doubtleſs was acquainted 


_ with the Hebrew Bible. Forin Apology 2d. He calls hims . 


ſelf the Son of Priſcus Bacchius born or come from Flavia Ne-' 
apolis in the Syrian Paleſtine, - Accordingly 1 find him play- 
ing the Critic upon the Erymology of Sateane,Dialog:-p.331, 
deriving it from the Jewiſh and Syrian Tongue z Sate, lig- 
nifying Apoſtats, & Nas, Serpens. Yea, Mr. O's. inſtance 
proves him skilld in the Hebrew; 'nor was he: miſtaken 
when he affirm'd, that Iſrael imported hows vincens virtu- 
tem "78 ſignifies Virtue, Fortitude, one of the great At= 
tributes of God,. which Mr. O's. Novice did not confider. 


| And God off in Scripture makes an Attribute to be. as it 


were his proper Name; 1 Saw. I5. 29. The ftrength of I(- 
racl caunot lye, that is, God cannot. So facob as 4 Prince 
had power with Fortitudeit ſelf, that is, with Ged. ' And that 
7uſtin by Virtze meant no other than God, may be ſeen 
Dial. p. 285. where he ſo reads the place, Gn driqumy © 
Fy O48." 


2. It is not then the ZXX. only ns'd in the Synagogues; 
thar [ Martyr challengeth as corrupted by rhe Jews, 
but the Hebrew alſo. For after he had defended the Ver- 
fion of the LXX. then among the Chriſtians, to have been 
exactly true in the places before ſpoken of, and had chal- 
Teng*d the Jews (p. 297.) for having eragd out of theirs 
many intire Paſſages, which forerold- the Crucifixion: of 
Jeſus Chriſt God and Man, which places becaufe the Jews 
deny'd to belong unto the Scripture, 7ſtin ;promiſes to. 
make good* his general Charge out of thoſe very Scriptures; 
which the Jews acknowledg'd to be genuine, and-accor- 
dingly produces a Paſſage out of Eſdras, two out of Iſaiab, 
and that of Pſal.-96, 10, an my Evasy. which as = 


—_ 


| is cr Synagogues (þ 298) And he adeghele rrp 
in their: ces .(P-:299) | t 

tions, or-at leaſt, one had crept in very lately. To al 
which Tryphe had not a word to ſay. | It hence appearsthat 
2ſtiv argues not out of his own ſing es. of the LXX. 
which Mr. O, ſcems to grant had theſe Paflages, bur ont of 
many Copics us'd-in-the Jewiſh Syoagogues,. which the 
Father had carefuly examin'd, andinall likelihood Hebrew 
Copies too ie Paleſtine of Syri«, whereat he was a Native, 
' Nor can we ſuppoſe faſfes Marir argu'd from his own 
Greek Gopy only, bur thoſe commonly in the hands of the 
Chriſtians. - He had more ſenſe than ſoto impoſe upon him- 
. . elfand Trypvs too. | 


- 3: It muſt be confeſſed itis a wonder thateven after 7- 
© finhad thus noted theſe Corruptions, the Chriſtians ſhould 

mot have amended them. Bur I can produce Mr. O. a like 
Inſtance, which muſt be acknowledg'd parallel. All the 
: Hebrew Copies that we have (as far as I can learn) and 
mine in particular has that of Pſad. 22.16.. As « Lion, in- 
Read of They pierced ; and | have conſulted Paguine, who 
renders it tanquanrs Leo, though in the Margia he has fo- 
derwne, And though all agree that they pierced is the true 
Reading, and though ſome ſeem to haye found a few Co- 
pies in Hebrew which have it ſo, yet for the two Ageslafſt 
paſt, wherein Learning has ſuperabounded they have not 


. corrected this Erratzw, Our beloved Jews doubtleſs will 


not ſuffer us ; and we haply are as unwilling as they, leſt 
the Infallibility of the Hebrew Text to a rittle, like that of 
the Rewex Church, ſhould come to nothing, forthis Change 
would bean open acknowledgment of its Corruption. Let 
. then Mr. Feller call me Foalaenth, and Mr. O. Bleſphe- 
wer, I am till of Opinion, anddo aver upon the Autho- 
rity of 7. Af. that the Hebrew Copies he Jouih LXX, 
and have recciv'd ſome Corruptions. But to return, 
If the-places had been found in any of the Hebrew Copies 
in the days of Zaftis, ic had been an eaſie matter (for Try- 
5 and the Jews to have appeal'd to the Original Hebrew 
Verity for their Juſtification, and retorted ypon . Adarizy, 

| that 


4 
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that the Chriſtians rather had been the Authors of the fore- 
merition'd Interpolations, for the ſupport and advance- 


ment of their Religion. They might the more confident- 


ly: have done this, if f, 3f, had not underſtood the He- 


The Chronological Argument 1 will not meddle with ; 
I muſt either Tranſcribe Yofixe, or waſt more Time and 
Paper than is needful, fince any one may have the'intire - 
Argument at the Fountain Head; but to trear of it in 
ſhort, as Mr. O. has done, and over-look the moſt, and 
the beſt of the Arguments, would be to ſmall purpoſe. On- 
ly remember that Yoſſims eſtabliſhes the Chronology of the 
LZXX. by the Teſtimony of Joſephs, between whom. there 
is a very near Agreement : And all the World knows that 
= was a learned\ Man, a faithful Hiſtorian, a Jew- 
ih Prieſt and Interpreter of the Law, and therefore confd 
not be very much miftaken in this marrer. Bar whereas 
Mr. O. ſuggeſts p. 90. that upon this Principle of 6000 
Years we cannot prove Chrift is yet come, 1{ reply x. It 


* thay upon that very Principle be prov'd, if we will admit 


(as we ought) the LXX. into our” aſſiſtance. © 2 Suppo- 
ſing the Hebrew Chronology right, it is not neceſſary for 
us to- follow the Jewiſh Principle of 6600 Years ; it's faf- . 
ficient to ſay, (tet what will become of the Chronology 
whether it be 4:or Goo Years) that the time of Chriſt's 
Appearance in the' Fleſh was come in the days of Aw7s- 


| fan Ceſar, when both Jews and Samaritans were big with 


expeRations of hit, and-rthereby acknowledg4 the time 
to be fulfilf'd. Which time, if they believ'd to be 6000 
Years it is not unlikely, but they corrupted the Hebrew 
Chronology, to Juſtifie-cheir-not Betiering and Qrucifying 
Him py j ) If v 


The Inftance'of Canen, 'Zake 3. in Chriſt's Genealogy; 
teft out of the Hbrew, is ſo clear, that one might juſtty- - 
admire good Authors ſhould fo toil and ſwear, to avoid-- 
Luke's Teſtimony; and all for the ſake of the Hebrew -Ve- 
rity, I can give a plauſible Reaſon, why the Jews might 
caye- 


: | "T2167 ct 
leave Cainen out of the Heb. viz. Becauſe thereby they 
_ would diſparage and overthrow Zuke's Genealogy,and ſpoil 
- his credit among the Nations.' As for other Additions -unto 
the LAX, ,,tis nothing to the Point. Itis confeſs'd the LXX. 
has been corrupted : But 'tis — (I will not fay Bl«- 
ſphempy ) toimpute Corruption unto that place, which has 
. receiv'd Teſtimony: fron the: Spirit'of God-by the Pen of 
Luke. But ſays Dr. Lightfoot, Luke mnſt follow the Hex 
then's Bibles in his Dnuotations. That. is, Luke an Inſpird 
Penman (&ebet, as Ferom before him) muſt leave the He- 
.brew Verity, and tranſcribe out of a corrupt Verſion of 
the Scriptures. Some haply would think this not far off 
Hlaſphemy ;. but I will not reflect fo ſeverely on that wor- 
thy and learned Gentleman. -2. The Doctor, adds, Lake 
.was but « Copyer and not 4 Corretor But he was an In- 
Tpir'd Copyer, and ought by the Hebrew Verity to.have 
amended, at leaſt not have follow'd the Corrupt ZXX. 
Ay bur, . the Gentiles well acquainted with the LXX would . 
then have calld Luke's veracity into Dnueſtion. A. So they 
did, if Ferows 1s to be believ'd ; however, Luke ought nor, 
.doubrleſs did not value this. Let God be true, but 
every Man a Lyar. Shall an Infpir'd Writer value his own 
veracity above the Truth of God's Word? The Dr.: con- 
felies, Lake in the reſt was a Faithful Tranſcriber. Very 
good, I think ſo. And why not in this? Or how can a 
Man believe him in any thing, who was unfaithful in one, 
or two? Here isa curious Principle, upon Which Ferom's 
lawfulneſs of Diffimulation, and the' Papiſts' pie: frawdes, 
and officious Lies may be vindicated, and differs very lit- 
tle from that Maxim of Ferow, Quvd nbicunque SS. Apo- 
ftoli & Apoſtolic: wiri loqunntar ad populcs, 11s plerumgaec 
teſtimoniis abutuntar, que jam fucrant. in Gentibus —_ 
t4. The Apoſtles it ſeems were-very cautious of offen- 
ding the Gentiles, but not of ſcandalizing the Jews, and 
the. Jewiſh Proſelytes, by this unfaithful repreſentation of 
_ Hiſtory of the Jewiſh Church and Chriſt's Genea- 
Og. | | 


'To 


_ 


To the' Corruption, noted, Pſalw 22, 16, Mr. O. re- 
plies, and mentions ſeveral. Hebrew Copies, which read, 
they pierced, Very well, and is not this a fair Con- 
feſſion, that the Hebrew Copies have in this place gene- 
rally been corrupted? And I ask, | how ſhall the true 
Reading be adjuſted, bur by the: Teſtimony of the LXX? 
For rhe Paſſage is not once cited in the New Teſta- 
- ment. . It is no wonder (Mr. O. ſays) the Jews ſhould 
Prefer that Reading which favonrs their Canſe. Right,. . 
bur 'ris wonder upon wonder 'to me, + the Chriſtian 
Sticklers for the Hebrew Verity, ſhould continue ir ſtill 
in the Text, for fear, (1 ſuppoſe) of offending the 

ews, Without any regard to the Chriſtians, and tothe 

ruth, Or, rather as Mr. O's. Story of the Famous 
Dan. Bomb. for fear of loſing the Sale of their Bibles fo 
corrected; for which Reaſon he might better be ftybd 


Infamons. 


-I add again that Paſſage, Demt. 32. 8. According to 
the-number of the Angels, even Ferom himſelf thus reads 
it. Dnatuor ventos cel: ; quatuor arbitror Angelicas po- 
teſtates, quibus principalia Regua cormmiſſa ſunt, juxta il- 
lud' quod in Deuter, legimus, Dnando dividebat altiſſimas, 
Gentes, quando ſeparabat filios Adam, conſtituit Terminos po=- 
pu_ juxta numerum Angelorum Dei. It muſt then 

- confeſſed, that this was the true Reading in ferom's 
time, but not-ſo now. The Hebrew . Copies therefore at 
this day are here corruped, if Ferom may be credited. 


-Once more, take notice, that there is, at this day, a Cor- 
ruption of the Hebrew Text, in the-x Sem. 2.17. Where 
it plainly diſcovers-it ſelf, the Courſe of the Story be- 
ing intolerably perplext and tranſpos'd, as any one will 
diſcern, reading the latter end of the 16th, the whole 
17th, and beginning of the 18:6 Chapter. Bur I will 
not enlarge on this, _ nor trouble you with thoſe lame 
Solutions of this Difficulty, : which I meet with in the 
 Snopfis ; . all of "em devis'd to ſalve up the Credit and 
Infallibility of the Hebrew made whereas the moſt ex- 


;pedite 


nedits and. Satisfattory Way, if Men Gould lay aſide 
Prejudices, 4s to corrett the place by the LXX. 


Moſes bleſſing the ſeveral Tribes of //rael, Dent. 33.6. 
Thus ſpeaks of Rewbenin the Hebrew : «Let Renben live- 
aud not dic, and let his men, -(his poſterity) be few. - For - 
tho' our Tranſlators have helped the place by adding - 


the Negative (which- indeed ought to be there, elſe 


Moſes Curſes that Tribe, inſtead of Bleſſing it) yer it is. 


not in the Hebrew, as is acknowledg'd by our Tran- 


ſlators, putting the Negative uot, in a different Character. . 
Here, again, . the Criticks in the Synopſis take a - 


Geal of Pains to-patch-up the Hebrew Verity, but with- 
out any. SatisfaCtion to me, I do profelssG8 


But let usnow take a viewof Ferom, who will appear - 
not ſo tight and ſo firmly perſwaded of the Incorruption- - 


of.the Hebrew Text, as Mr. O. is, Commenting on that 


Paſſage, Gal. 3. 13. Curſed is every one that bangeth on - 
atree,.. He delivers himſelf thus, Ex quo mihi widetur, 
&c. From whence it ſeems to me, either that the ancicut -- 


_ Hebrew Copies read the words otherwiſe, thay at preſent, 
or the - Apoſtle expreſſed the Senſe of the Scriptures, not the 
Words, or (which is rather to be thought) that the Name 
of God was after the Paſſion of Chriſt, by ſome body ad- 
ded to the Hebrew, and to onr Bibles, that be might diſ- 
paxage ws, wha bolieve in Chriſt (as if) acourſed of God. 


Again, on Aficah 5, 2. He obſeryes that many Ci- 
ties or Vilkges, cleven innumber, are reckon'd up, - 
(Jef. x5. 60.) in the: LXX, tho' not in the Hebrew,and * 
amongft the reſt, Epbrateb, or Betblehems, which belong'd © 
to the Tribe. of Jadeb, whence Chrift fprang,. - Marth, a. - 
6. He then adds, five--de veteribus -erafam fit militia - 
?udeorum. &c. We hnow not certainly,” + whether it was ---- 


 ftrach ous of the Ancient Copics thro the Mdatice of the 


Jews, lcaft: Chrift ſboald bence ar ts have pr Ons -- - 
the: Tribe of Judab, or whether is was added. by te LE, 


om rt nn WI eg I ——_— 


4%. 


' But enough, - and more (I hope) than needed” on *chis 


Point. 
Having, I ſuppoſe, made good my Aſſertion, that the 


| Hebrew Bibles have been ——_— in all Ages,; Inow 


return to the main Buſineſs. en F had' been in the 
Sermon on 'the Defenſive, and hat! vindicated the 
Church of Enplend, from! Mr. D's. frivolous ObjeQions; 


and having. at that time (ir was a time of Peace a- . 


mong us!) -met with a Pamphlet in great” Vogue ar 
: Mfancheſtey,. lntituled, Notrs on' thr 'B. of S. Fc, And 
another in A. S, call'd a Sermon, in both which; we 
were vilely, Maliciouſly, and Cauſtlefly traduc'd'; and 


ſo the Peace boing broken, I thought it not improper 
' to carry the War into. the Enemies own Country, arid 


to let 'em fee; it was poſſible to-give 'em'a Diverſion, 
Briefly, I-caxr them” witly that Corruption, Aﬀy 6. I 
argu'd conjeturally;.and' from Circumſtances, bur prin- - 
cipally from Matter of Fact, And becauſe _ Mr. ©. 
was. not content with one, and' thar a' Scotch Inſtance 
too, I then! prov'd 'em' to have countenanc'd and ſup- 


ported the Corruption by two: ottier Overr Acts, which 


render'd' my- ather: Conje&ures'the more probable, and 
the: main- Charge: kay againſt them* beyond all Con- 
troverſie, The life. of the' whole Argument' pat toge - 
ther, depends on the Evidence of thoſe Matters of Fatt, 
which, whether Mr.-O.. has vindicated* the united' Bre- 
thren from, ' is now. to. be confider'd. But firſt, 'take 
notice, it onght not to ſurprize you, that my GCircum- 
ftantial Proofs are made ſolittle 'account'of; Even Ma- 
lefaftors have Brow enough to ſtand' out*to the laſt 
gaſp again ſuch: Evidence, and to-affert their Innocence, 
when the Halrer is | about their Necks, and' ſometimes 
-againſt pofirive Witneſs alſo, 

To the Cameronian Inftance, all that is offer'd. of 
- moment {if that be: ſo) is © Coll. Fairfax heard” not. the 
& Gamer. Urge: the: corrupt Reading, and” that. perhaps 
«the Story: pafs'Þ twenty” Hands, before it reach'd. 
&« the Colloneli' Bur iperhiaps*it'paſſed' not adove one, 
and oa” is it; ahd we ought 
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, 
; 
| 
T4 ; 
; 


not to think. him fo Eaſfie and Credulous, as to enter-. 
tain a Story without good Ground, Beſides, in the 
more large Account, I have of the Story, the Reporter 
is mention'd by the Collonel, with Honour and Reſpect, 
whom he ſtiles a Gentleman, and perbaps -inclinable to 
the Cameronian FaCtion, yea, perhaps that : Gentleman 
might urge it: by. way of Diſpute with the Collonet. 
What abundance of things may one ſurmiſe? Burt Mr. 
O. Pleads, Perſon, Time and Place, are not nam'd, that 
therefore. the Evidence is blind, and woutd look ridiculous 
in a Conrt of Tudicature. The proper Anſwer hereunto, 
ſs, thar tho! ſuch Teſtimonies in Courts of Juſtice, are 
not accounted ſufficient to ground a Judiciary Defini. 
tive Sentence upon, yet are they: not - Ridiculous, but 
oft-times believ'd by the Courr. An Evidence may be 
ſufficient for private Convittion, which will not be al- 
low'd of, in publick Forms of Juſtice, 


St. Paxl accuſes ſome- of the Corinthians (and he had 
it from ſome of the Houſe of Cloe, whom he mentions 
not, and through how many Hands it pafſed, we know 
not) for diſparaging him. His Letters are weighty and 
powerful, but his bodily Preſence is weak, and contemprible. 
Here was neither Perſon, nor Time, nor Place nam'd, 
and yet Pax{ believ'd the Report. Burt the Reaſon of - 
the . Callonel's not-.naming Perſon,: Time, and Place, is 
obvious. For not thinking any uſe would be made of 
the Story, and negleCting to - put down theſe Circum- 
ftances in his Memorials. He eaſily let *em flip out'of 
his .Memory. The Faith of Men is--at: a low Ebb, - if 
the. want of theſe Circumſtances maſt damn all Reports 
as Ridiculous, and eſpecially, when - they. are but -of 
yeſterday. Ta | 


To .the Information: of Mr. Ekifon, he” pleads that 
Mr. Folly is dead, and thereby we are pat out of all hopes 
of heing able to examin the Trath, 1 queſtion not, but 
you -ſee this is meer ſhifting, If Mr. O, doth really' 
ſulpe* the Veracity of Mr, Elbſes, .let him - (for he has 


\ 


the . 
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of: Ss . | 
the means) inquire into ſome of the Circumftances! 
which will in a good meaſure clear the reſt. There 
are thoſe in and about Aanchefter, who can 'tell him' 
there was ſuch a Diſſenting Miniſter as Mr. Fofy, thar 
there is ſuch a Place as Dxckenfield hall, whether Di(- 
ſenters were wont to reſort,, and I doubt not, but ir 
may-be prov'd,” that Mr. E, and-Mr. 7. were then in- 
gag'd in ſome Diſputes ' about Church Diſcipline, and' 
Government, And if fo, there is no Reaſon to reject 
Mr. El:ſon's Teſtimony, as a meer deviſed Tale, Will a- 
ny one ſay this Evidence is a blind one? Wouldit not ' 
be admitted in a Court of Juſtice? No Judge but up- 
on ſuch Teſtimonies, wonld deeree the Nuncupative” 
Will of a deceafed Perſon, Good and Valid. 

As to that Story from the Bolton Gentleman, it is an' 
unexceptionable Proof of what it was produced for. 
My Bufineſs yas not to ſhew$ upon whar' particular 
Point this falſ Reading was alledg'd cither at Dac- 
kenfield, or in this Diſpute, whether about Peoples mak- 
img, or chooſing their own Miniſters, but that it has been 
urg'd in favoar of the Popnlar Government, and'the vari- 
ous Reading can concern nothing elſe. Nor was the 
Queſtion between Mr. O. and me, whether any Diſzne- 
ing Miniſters, but any Proteſtant Diſſenters had ever urg'd 
the Corrapt Reading, Rem. p, 14. And if theſe Diſſen- 
ting Difputants were ſo” ignorant, as they are ſufpeCted: 
to be (for they ſhall be called Ignorant when the 
Cauſe requires it, tho' at Other times they are: the moſt 
knowing Perſons) can it with Reaſon be thought, bur 
that the Argument was put into their Mouths by ſome 
of their Leaders? Whether Laymen or pretending Mini-' 
ſters, is of no moment in this Caſe. 


Upon the whole Matter; it is, I hope, manifeſt, thar 
the Diſſenters, if they did- not contrive the Erratam, 
were juſtly charg'd with owning ir, ſeeing” they have 
endeavourd to improve it unto their 'own | Advantage.” 
If- they did not beget it, they have at leaſt. Father'd ir,. 
and why hould we refuſe 'em the Child, which (right, 

or 


__ 


Z / farmer. Principles, what ſhall. we think; of, a- mukitude. 


concerns, r not 
= _ : em. a mind 
requi os.. ſpitefyl and. | 
bag us by. the - Nate-maker- without ao 060 rt Far 
..Fequital ſeems to. Mr..0. & juſt:Reaſon: for-thus. doing, 
- Now then, if-we-muſt yet dwell-upon that ulatian, 
. who. and wha juſtly neqwr ;'Yow will find this 
reſolv'd. at the: entrance- of R..-R wood yet without 
Defence againſt that. part- of my Apolozy, we are ſift 
told, The - doth not erfpnal. Fault. of 
the, Biſbap. of S. on, SENEIND Fares. 9754 the "Epjeps pal Charch,. 
Vindic.. p..22-. Rut ſec- here how-. Prejudice ' and, Parti- 
ality will. blind a; Maa ; --for - he. immediately. ſubjoyns, 
- that the Note-maker retores-the Soh1ſns: axpon the Church, 
. which the hap of $., had- ſuppos'd the. Diſſenters guil- 
g'Y of.  *- Now. I think the Epiſcopal Church. is here. 
Bp® charg with JEST ſuppoſed Fault, thar. is, taxing 
nes EATER with. Schiſm, He ſhould have ler us. (av 
leaſt. of. Maxebeſter) alone;, for there: the Storm. was: to 
. fall, whatever: the Title Page ſays it was, in. aſa $4 
raw. - Nor: ſhould, he. have left his: Sabjet, and Re- 
roach'd, us, with. Atheiſm, Socinianiſm,, Perjury, &c. 
hax's: this-to- Schiſm? Or was, it. for the Service of: 
the. Government, to, diſcaurage: Men. from. Submitting: 
to it? Lobferve this, becauſe -theſe. Men: are. ſo aps. 
(dike ourDragoons laſt among; us); to..accuſe every body 
. of Jacobitiſto, that ſtands. in their. way, when: as|none. 
| more. effeCtually, promote. it than they. And if ſome 
ſhall be eſteem'd Perjurid. for the Alteration: of their 
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when it was. in 
caſt 


of: Diſſenters, who, if they, did. not ſwear, ABER unto. 
K- Z. yer ſolemaly promigd it? Read: Father Allop's 
Speech to 65 rp King, in the Name, and at the 
Head of a Body his Brethren, and youwill be forc'd to ſay, 
they, are, if nor. falſe. Swearers,.. yet —_ regious: Lyars, de+: 

from. their publick aod: declar'd. Proteſtations, 


ory think comes}pretty, near the Fault, athersare (L 
think unjuſtly) accus'd, of, But diſmiſs:the: Note-ma*, 
RET 


There 


There remains now the Cafe of Mr. 3. and Mr. P. The : 
formers Greatneſs -was alledg'd as ſufficient excuſe, 
he vouchſaf'd to 'make no Anſwer to his fAccuſer ; bor 
the Goliah hook'd- ſcornfully on little David; 'atid rhade 
no reckoning of him. He had trifure to uncover the 'na- 
kedneſs of the Fathers, but none to hide his own; to re- 
vile them, but to commend himſelf, And for his p 
Honour to interweave' the whole Hiſtory of the Times 
and publick Tranfattions with his own; which (as I take 
it) was too aſſuming and arrogant. Thus his Life fwell'd: 
into a prodigious and intolerable length. Tis obſerva- 
ble that whoever ador'd him and embrac'd his Seutiments, 
with what Laurels he was wont to adorn their Temples 
as well as his own;. bur if any Man-dar'd to gaitfay 
him, or refus'd to rruckle unto his Dift#tes, they were 
ſure to be Thunder-ſtruck by this F- O: AF For which 
Reaſon the Ancient Fathers Infirmities were ſo impru- 
| dently expos'd to the diſhenour of Chriſtianity. © Though 
we .owe our Religion under God to their Zeal and Lear- 
ning. . For theſe andthe like Reaſons, it was, that ſome 
Men of his own. Fraternity have rewarded him, as he 
-_ RE: Doubtleſs you have ſeen that Pamph-- - 
ee, Es: - © | 


From the whole you will learn (as alſo by Mr. O's: 
and the Note-makers VWritirigs ) what Iiberty theſe pa- 
rient, peaccable,  morrify'd, and fanftify'd Men : - Theſe 
are the uſual CharaQters they give one another) take in 
ſpirefully reviling their Adverfaries, though in "the main 
of their own Perſwaſionz No wonder then if they treat- 
us as barbarouſly. - And if you want- another Example of 
this, I ſend you to the Confutation of Mr. Williams, by Mr. 

* Alfop, and to the Hiſtory of the Union, where no quarter 
18 given to theſe Gentlemen, who (eſpecially Farher 4/-- 
ſop) are (as we ſpeak) bandPÞd without Mittensy But if a 
Church of Exzleand Man meddles with any of "ent they 
ſeem to be of the Humour of thar lewd Souldier, who -- 
excus'd himfelf chus, thac the Commandment is thow-ſbale  * 
yes, but not, 7 ſhall wrt ——>— The Author of the faid-- * 
Pamph-- 


RL 
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- Pamphlet may venture to deliver many fad Truths of Mr. 
B.. bur the Rector muſt not. ,- The ſumm is, and my deſign 
was to. note, that Mr. B's. Greatneſs ought not to be his 
_Protetion ; nor did he. truly-deſerve that Epithet. -A 
Man ought not to be commended at adventures. All 
that can be ſaid of him with reſpeC ro Greatneſs, is, that 
He was a perion-of very good- naturall Parts, but of no 
Improvements  proportionable to them. Thus much [1 
have to ſay-on my own behalf for ſpeaking and writing as 
1 did, when juſl, Ocaſion was offered me. 


The ſame. Motive drew in Mr. P. he was a Paſzable 

Man, and. that's all that can be ſaid of him truly : but 
to make an Hero of him, and to tell. the World he ſhin'd 
among us, tanquem inter Stellas Lana minores, to Carry his 
Character higher than ir really deſervd , and for 
want of Materials to gueſs at ſome excellencies, which 
he was ſo far from meriting, that the contrary muſt 
needs be allow'd againſt him, is an Artifice of advancing 
the credit of a Party, which ought not to be endur'd, 
and none bur defining Men will-engage themſelves in. 
What I took notice of, was his Marrying without the 
Womans Parents conſent, and producing a* Diploma or 
Teſtimonial of taking his Degree at Cambridge. 


Hear then my Evidence. A-Gentleman of my Pa- 
riſh who knew him well, acquainted me with both abeve 
Twenty years ago, and oft-times ſince, occaſionally in 
Diſcourſe- When therefore.I read his Life z I weat im- 
mediatly to the Regiſter of the Claſs,where | found, © That 
« Mr. Z. was accus'd, Aug. Ig. I650. for having con- 
* ſummated a . Marriage between Mr. P. and one S.S. 
« Clandeſtinly and Irregularly, therefore the ſaid Mr. P. 
« and Mr. L, are appointed to appear .again at the next 
« Mecting. Septemb. 12. ditto, Mr,.P. is appointed to 
© bring in a Certificate under the hand of his own, and 
« his Wives Parents, teſtifying their-conſent to the Mar- 
* riage, that the Claſs (ar the ſame time) hath receiv's 
*« fatisfaſtion, and acquieſceth in , the . acknowledgmens 
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more to. be ſuſpected, becauſe the Marriage was conſum- 


. Confeſſo. 


« of Mr.-P. and Mr. L. concerning their irregular Pro- 
« ceedings in the late Clandeſtine Marriage of Mr, P. 
© Then' Nevember 14. ditto Mr. P. brought in his Certi- 
« ficate concerning Parent conſent to the-Marriage. * No 
Man alive laying theſe things together, but would have 
concluded the Marriage was made without the Conſent 
of S. S's Parents, eſpecially when the other Report 
prov'd true beyond all Controverſie, As for Mrs. P. and” 
R. Ms Teſtimony to the contrary, there is ſtill one de-/ fp | 


fet in them; wC are not told that Mr. P'sVconſented to F 
the Marriage before its conſummation, and this is the 


mated Clandeftinely-and Irregularly, under an Hedge in 
an-Ale-houſe, or without Banns asked, I know not which, 
bur I am ſure_ not: by an Ordaind Miniſter, contrary to 
the Law of. the Land, But why all this, if their Pa- 
rents had conſented before-hand 2 Befides, it was Two 
Months or ever Mr. P. produc'd a Certificate of Parents 
eonſent, which makes it probable h& Parents conſented 
not before the Marriage, but were drawn to it with dif- 
ficulry, when there was no other remedy. Finally Mr. 
P. acknowledg'd- himſelf guilty of ſome [rregularity or 
other, which is ſufficient to the general Deſign of my 
Argument, However in the next place that Mr. P. took 
no Degree in the U. of C. proves true you ſee beyond 
any. Contradition or Apology offer'd to the contrary. 
And .if my Relator was in the right in one Story, why 
ſhould 1 queſtion the other? I avoid here ſpeaking open- 
if or fu:ther aggravating Mr. P's fault; for I will not 
well upon fo foul a Miſcarriage, though one mighe take 
the advanrage here to expoſe both the guilty Party_and- 
his Vindicator too. - Bur | have utterly refolv'd againſt 
it, and fo diſmiſs the Matter of Fatt as. now taken pro 


Here then you have an Inſtance of Mr, O's dealing. 
with. Arguments by halves, which fault he falls into al, 
moſt in every Page, and in ſome Pages-more than once; 
But we muſt bear with —_— this, his Deſign being (as 
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to me feems) only to Write a Satyr and deride- the Re- 
@or, tet the Points in Queſtion ſhift for them{#lves as 
F they can. Much good may it do him. I am at his-Ser- 
|; vice, and when he has revi'd me as much as he's able, 
I am perſwaded het never make the World believe;-F 
am either Fool, or Knave, of Impudent, or a Blaſphe- 
wer, the D flenters themſelves (that know me ) being 
Judges : Fyr to them lam content to ſurrender the Intereſts: 
of my Reputation. I1will only fpeak of one Paſſage inthe 
Vindication and ſo conclude. He acquaints his Reader p, 22. 
that 7 give kim the Charatter- of a great Rogue, Really, if I 
did fo, I were no manner of way to be excuſed. 
j Whar 1 ſaid in R, R. p. 58. Was, That the Diſſenters have 
| themſelves own'd, that if Myr. O. is indeed pwilty of the 
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« x! yoo Crime laid againſt him, he 1s 4a * Lheqp] Rogue, and 1n the 
l 


Chr. Margin I dectared the Expreffſion to: be none of mine. 
Now, Sir, I am content to be the Rogue my (elf, if I 
am guilty of calling him fo. But if without any cou- 
tor he has in this thing charged me falfly, - and robb'd 
me of my Reputation, among all thoſe that ſhall read 
his Vindicarion, and not conſult my R. R. which I am 
perſwaded one Reader of 100 will not do, thenf'l leave 
it to any Man's Judgment, whether he has not done 
what in him lies to deſerve that- Character: which I ge- 
ver did, nor will give him. 


Finally, I take leave to tell you, (I do it with 
ſome Confidence) that there 1s ſcarce one Para- 
graph (and they are numerous) - but I could ea- 
fly dete& in it ſome material Defe&t or other; 
and cffectually anſwer it; but to what purpoſe? 
When ſhall we have an end? It would have 
been hard to undertake ſo particular a Reply, 
withour falling intro hard words, which is the 
thing I have carefully declin'd,. I am, not _ 
ble 


—_ 


ble that T have given him any ill Language} or 
Cauic of Exalperation, except haply. it be 1n this 
one thing, that I refuſe to ſcold with him, 


2 hope bath he and yow will forgive me this wrong: 


And remain yours, 
X.--& 


April 8. 1699. 


